THE NORTH INDIA UNITED THEOLOGICAL COLLEGE 
SAHARANPUR, U.P., INDIA. 


3-ll- 1934 ° 


OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL, 


My dear Stew: 


Enclosed my letter to Dr.McAfee. I'm afraid 
you've got me in for something. However, don't worry. I'm 
"hard-boiled". It will be bit hard on my family. But if 
necessary I hope the Lord will give me strength to be thrown 
to the lions. What I have said is all true, only it is 
just a fraction of the truth. But I have never been one to 
store up letters and take notes that I can verify. I tryto 
forget and forgive and mostly I have succeeded. So I have 
no tabulated material whereby to prove what I have said. 
Besides a lot of the proof consists in smiles and winks and 
nods. Unfortunately, I have no pocket graflex wherewith to 
register these. 


Before he returns, I wish you would talk this 
all over with Howard Anderson. I think you will find him in 
Princeton. Show him my letters and ask whether its true. 
But for Heaven's sake don't get him in the soup, too. Don't 
quote him or refer to him in any way. I'11 take my medickéne 
alone. 


By the way, that reminds me- after and while writing 
you, I wrote some pretty strong stuff to Dr.Speer, which I 
think is why Andy is coming back to us? 


Please have a look at my editorial for November; 
it will be in your hands next week- after you get this, I mean. 
Do you agree with my point of view on the Modern Missions Move- 
ment? 


Cordially, 


ABSOLUTELY aA. FOR 


THE Nortit| INDIA UNITED THEOLOGICAL COLLEGE 


SAHA SANPUR, U.P., INDIA. Ma rl 
Lay Li Orman Meeen' Jane 
isp Mntiller. rach cau. peor 
Lege, af? cebu ax pot 
11-1934. 
OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL. Ge Ax Mev7e£ -: Cha 
, ae (etlec2to'y 
3 | ( 
Dr.Cleland B.McAfee, Secretary, Affe 
Presbyterian Board of Foreign Missions, ake 
156 Fifth Avenue, 
New York City, tae 


Dear Dr. MeAfee: 


I have just received from Dr.Stewart M.Robinson, 
Bditor of The Presbyterian, a copy of his editorial in which 
he quoted from a private letter of myself to him and also your 
letter to him with regard to it. I am very. sorry, indeed, that 
Stew quoted from my letter in one of his editorials, as I had 
asked him to consider the matter as confidential, and also be- 
cause I do not believe any useful purpose will be served by 
its publication. T had no wish whatever to make the matter 
public to the detriment of the Foreien work: of our Church. 


My letter was, as I remember, t9 express my con- 
gratulations at his having printed the good article by Dr.d.B. 
MacCartney, in which tne latter stood for adherence to the Gon- 
stitution of our Shureh and at the same time for liberty of 
thought within tne Ghurch. T have never been a heresy hunter 
myself and so I asked that Stew keep what I was saying in strict 
confidence. Besides statements of this nature are very hard to 
prove; it requires one's presence on a hundred oecasions to 
discern what a man really believes from what he says. In the 
nature of things, this impression cannot be readily passed on 
with the detailed facts which have led to its formation. 


Nonetheless, now that he has made my letter pub- 
|Llic, I have no desire to remain under cover so far as the Board 
are concerned. I wrote what I did in good faith and I am pre- 
pared to stand by what I said. Yurther, I have not failed to 
write in this strain to the Board itself. You remark that 
"nothing of the kind has ever come to us". Tf you will look 
through my recent series of letters to Dr.Speecr, I think you 
will find that I have said the identical things to him, with 
the possible exception that I did not use the word "Unitarian" 
in any letter to him. 


Probably the heaviest indigtment I made was that 


“Mission who do not believe in the essential Deity of our Lord. 
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shee there are Uniterians in this Mission. I used the term ‘because — 
that of "Modernist", as you know, is a broad one and less easy prs: 
to define. From expressions. they have used on numerous — i: ai om 
occasions I have come to believe that there are some in our ay 


Are they, then, not Unitarians? I do not make this statenent 
under any stress of emotion; I make it as a calm statement of sue 


what I believe to be fact. There are men in this Mission who Bie 


annual meeting one man said, "I do not believe in ideals because me 


? ‘thon, but to tae Sayatem, 25 
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are known as "modernists" and so far as I “now they are proud 
of the claim. But, as I said to Stew, you can't pin them down Bg 
ina pinch. Some of these men are among my best friends and eS 
I love them every one. I shall never disclose their names to = 


you or anyone else. But of what use is it to deny that they — sak 
think Theologically aulle other than bas accord with the lassi 
of our Ghureht. / Rare PR sos 
.- Get me give you  eetnre: tet udteatiaae. of. ‘yemarks. 
made to me within the last three months. These were made EMS eet ae 
members of the Punjab end North India Missions:- a aaa Bua eee 


"Yes, I agree that your doctrine of ‘na ‘chureh is ‘the 


Soriptural one. But I have come to believe that that — ne 
doesn't matter, (That is, whet the Bible teaches) in our 
day and agen. : a | of ieee 


"I am afraid that adier aii t “poole: not ve sononing 
this subject because my views are not what they once were 
and T am doubtful whether I RARARYE: the hipaa: | ante ast 
age ai | | ; | er ee cercen a. 


"We have no txeuvie with that wavdent taba tn 
our upper Glasses, vecause by that age our children have — 
had all thoughts of eee rooted out of their : 
thinking". As +} TOE eee, aha a 

Another said in a Goma ttes eeckine a douple years ‘ago- 4 do. 
not believe my child requires to be saved from sin". Ve were 
talking about original sin, at ‘the time. ae ihe oe ‘8 


These are oils) ‘But they were ene: to me, wets ; 
in a spirit of bravado and not under great stress of emotion. re 
I repeat them because I can youch for them absolutely. oe. this 
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NY ERR ieee) ne 
putation is worth to own oneself a Calvinist in our Mission. ; 
The term is taken as the equivalent of all that is narrow and 
antiquated. What, then,,shall one be called who sneers at 
his fellow-missioanry's Galvinism? = = 


"foo often the reply is given, when this sort of 
thing is under diseussion- Oh, so-and-so justf likes to jest, 
particularly so when so-and-so is present who takes such 
matters seriously. I have myself partly discounted what I 
have heard from time to time for just this reason. But one 
hears entirely too much of it to allow such jesting to pass 
in these days. If these missionary friends do not wish to 
be known as Modernists, they should refrain from using the 
peculiar terminology of Modernism whether in jest or earnest. 
Besides much that one hears is said in meetings and conferences — 
where there can be no question of jesting, or in private, 
earnest conversation. aie ae 7 VE Sa Sane a 
é I repeat that I am sorry Stew printed what I 

said in confidence to him, though I shall not take him to task ~ 
for it. I am myself an editor and I know how difficult it 
is at times to make a decision with regard to printing cer- 
tain material. He and I are old friends from Seminary days 
and I naturally would write to him what I did not care to see 
in print. 1 nad no intention of making public wnat I wrote | 
to him, either now or in the future. For I do not believe I 
gan prove woat I said to him, though I believe every word of 
it to be true. These men who parade their Modernism in 
India must be very docile when approached by the Board as to 
their views. Two who were on furlough when I wrote my 
letter to Stew were, I am told, questioned by the Board as to 
just this thing and I have been told that they gave answers 
which you consider satisfactory. § Very well, no one will be 
happier than I if they are stanch adherents of the standards — 
of our Shureh. I entertain for both of them a love that "think- 
eth no evil”. But the reputation they bear among us is quite 
otherwise. Corson aie Be Ue as Came ae Ma ge ATiuae ine Oe 
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hare icave preferred to ceisiaie: the caeik as e widssatend ger 
it and leave others alone. We have two Modernists on the Pitas 


Staff of the United Ghureh Review, which I edit and I neve os, 
no trouble in attemtping to cooperate with them. sees Cee tae 


If you will pardon my saying S90, bd think ‘the: gr 
Board ought simply to acknowledge to the Ghurch at Home that 
the missionary body is,, like the Ministry and Laity of tee 
Ghureh, composed of people of all shades of belief. You now A; 
this to be true at home. Ip it reasonable to suppose SEAS. te! 
it is not so on the foreign field? Tne ordained men of our 
Punjab Mission, for instance, are graduates of Western, ig bees 
mick, Princeton, Auburn, Union Seminaries. Would it not wag 
strange if by some process of sifting, only conservatives 
came out to the foreign field? It is a riori unlikely a 
that this should be so and I for one have discovered from ex- 
perience that it is not so. wy objection to the Board's hte 
cedure is simply that it will not acknowledge what is eminently — 
reasoneble to expect and ‘s actually known to us on tno. field fo 
to be true. | : 


Finally, permit me te say that r nave not the” 
slightest desire to give the Board trouble in these trying ve 
days. But I cannot agree with its repeated dleavowels of there 
Penns Modernists on the field. 


I hope, in view of. what I have said: above of 
the suatiaeatial nature of my letter to Dr.Robinson, that you 
will now agree that you were mistaken gn using such phrases 
as “veiled charges", *un-Ghristian" about my letter. I had 
no intention whatever of maxing charges against my brethren; A ae? 
2 was simply stating facts- quite a Sua the BOtLOFs: . tes 
a private letter is not "veileds. 7 3 3 


I am sending a copy | of ehih | Letter to Dr.Bob- 
inson. I hope the matter may be allowed to rest, as I have 
no desire whatever either to be in the “lime-light* or to harm 
my brethren. Perhaps this is s weakness on my part, ‘out it. 
is nonetheless a fact. any statements I have made may be. 
iisston checked up ie reference sae numerous leaders in Ce . 
i ssion. go Paya nes a Riots * 


THE UNITED CHURCH REVIEW, 
Official Organ of the United Church of Northern India. 


SAHARANPUR, INDIA. 


REV. JOHN W. Bowman, PH. D.. Saharanpur, U.P, ’ 
EDITOR-IN-CHIEF, Nov, 6, 1954, 


Dr, Stewart M, Robinson, 
Editor, 

The Presbyterian, 

1517 Market Street, 
Philadelphia, 
Pennsylevania, 


Dear Stew, 


In my letter of yesterday I forgot to ask vou to kindly 
destroy my previous letter to you, There are one or two 
sentences in that letter as 1 recall, which I should not like 
the Board to see, They would onlly' serve to aggravate them and 
would harm the cause in which we both believe, Please do not 
show that letter to anyone, 


With kindest regards, 


Very cordially yours, 


Gor. 


JWB/CLS, 


THE UNITED CHURCH REVIEW, 


Official Organ of the United Church of Northern India. 


SAHARANPUR, INDIA. 


REV. JOHN W. Bowman, PH. D.. Saharanpur, Di Ba.5 


EDITOR-IN-CHIEF. Nov, 10, 19 354, 


Dr, Stewart M, Robinson, 
Nditor, 

The Presbyterian, 

1217 Market Street, 
Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, 


My dear Stew, 


In my letter last week I called attention to an editorial 
which I had written for the November Review, on the subject of the 
Modern Missions' Movement, Since I wrote you last week the 
paper has come out and so it occured to me to correct a copy of 
the article with a view to your publishing it in your magazine, 

I have made the necessary changes herewith, If you think the 
article is timely and wish to make any other changes than those 

I have made, please feel free to do so, Cut it down considerably 
if you wish, I had to write very fully for our Indian readers 

as they are utterly unacquainted with the facts, People at home 
will perhaps know more about the Movement, 


In case you wish to publish the article, you need not 
refer to its having previously appeared in our paper, You will 
not offend me in the least if you do not print it, I merely 
send it on to you in the hope that 1t may be of service, 


With kindest regards, 


THE THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY 
PRINCETON, N. J. 


November 15, 1934 


My dear Dr. Robinson:- 

Let me compliment you on the excellent number 
of The Presbyterian which reached me yesterday. 

May I remind you that we are expecting you at 
the meeting of the Board of Foreign Missions on Monday at three 
o'clock. We will not take much of your time, as we simply wish 
to receive from you such information as may substantiate the 
editorial which appeared in the issue of The Presbyterian of 
October the fourth. 


Yours faithfully, 


The Rev. Stewart Robinson, D.D., 


Elizabeth, New Jersey. 


CAB a7 
LE ADDRESS, “INCULCATE NEW YORK"? TELEPHONE WATKINS 9-2000 


THE BOARD OF FOREIGN MISSIONS 
CBM:K OF THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN THE U. S. A. 


156 FIFTH AVENUE 
NEW YORK 


OFFICE OF SECRETARY Wheeling, West Virginia 
e * 4 
November 20, 1934. 


The Rev. Dr. Btewart M. Robinson, 
25 Kempshal Place, 
Elizabeth, New Jersey. 


Dear Dr. Robinson: 


I left my office for a week of fixed work immediately after 
the Board meeting and must therefore jon the others at a distance in 
expressing my earnest hope that you will think it proper to let us 
have Dr. Bowman's letter. It took my breath because it seems incredible 
for him and is certainly incredible as to the Mission. 


I wish you might find it possible to say in The Presbyterian 
that the Board has taken with great seriousness the question with which 
your editorial closed and to reassure your readers that nothing of the 
sort is ever allowed to pass without fullest care. I am sure you could 
not have guessed how many readers would be deeply troubled by such an 
editorial. It is more than a mere letter from a correspondent. It is 
given the weight of your own judgment that something ought to be done 
about a "fact" it contains. That these are not "facts" I am sure, all 
the more now that we know the Mission described. And it would have 
helped so much if we could have been consulted and have cleared your 
own mind beforehand. However, you are the editor and the rest of us 
cennot dictate to you. Help us now if you can and be sure that we 
want to help you. 


I am sending this to my office to be copied, since my jerky 
hand scrawls very badly. 


Sincer Oloud 


Cleland B. Deland 8-7 Mati 


THE BOARD OF FOREIGN MISSIONS 
OF THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN THE U. S. A. 


156 FIFTH AVENUE 
NEW YORK 


CHARLES R. ERDOMAN, PRESIDENT 
20 LIBRARY PLACE, PRINCETON, N.J. Novemb er 20, 1934. 


My dear Dr. Robinson:- 

According to the action of the Board of Foreign 
Missions taken yesterday afternoon, I am writing to "respectfully 
request" that you will please send to the Board at your earliest 
convenience a copy of the entire letter read by you to the Board. 


Yours faithfully, 


The Reve Stewart M. Robinson, D.D., 


Elizabeth, New Jersey. 


Dear Doctor McAfee:- 

T too read Dr.Bowmants letter to you (copy of which 
he sent me) with great interest and with a deep sense of wim 
humility. I put him on the spot and. he came across in a very 


handsome and manly way. He stood by me to the limit, I shall or ag 
always appreciate that and will return by backing him to the limit, WT 
| mean af Mey Commit 


It seems to me that we all suenthe walk humbly and with 
great care, Nothing but a deep sense of repsponsibility to God 
made me act the way I did. I have no zeal for carrying forward 
this matter or any similar matter one step farther than the 
interests of the Kingdom require. | 


Dr.Bowman did not name names, And, by the way, J should 
think it a most unfortunate x# thing for anyone to pursue him 
about Dr.Dodd. That I think is going entirely beyond the range 
of good sportsmanship. I slipped over that line in his Letter 
and should certainly have skipped it if I had seen it in time. 


3 The policy of ecclesiastical fulminations is not working 
very well now, and I think it would be a great mistake to start 
up any more. Some“well said, "we are a constitutional church but 
we are a Christian Church first". Any heresy trial would be 
a fiasco, and @ disciplinary censure where neither doctrhne nor 
morals is involved is something that makes the rank and file 
disgusted. | 


Mguld delightj{my mégrt/w 
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bns or’ publicize“names and deta 
Assuming that a serious man wrote with a solemn sense of. 

obligation(and I think Dr.Bowman's letter to you comes within 

that category) we are at the place where we can say that the | 
facts stated in my mexmzrpkxfzmm published excerpt from his letter 
to me are matters to which he standsa firmly. Cases and proof — | 
he refuses. He does give you some sentences which are diregt state- 
ments and asks you what you make of them, That I call atdanger ; 
abroadt There are similar dangers at home and I think they are Jidivhn a 
more numerous, 7 : | 


, The Holy Spbhrit judges these matters and I sure that 
where the Lord is not exalted the Spiritxsimisxpxkhexskons 

RRYS ENLEYUXCISEXERONEEXOLXLALERSXNAEXHIBSEKMEXURASES withdraws 
His blessing. Prosperity and prestige mayxkkuger of a certain 
sort may linger on even for generations, but Ichabod is written 
over the door. : | | cae . | 


My word is simply that of a feeble witness. Dr.Bownan's 
letter to you assures me that it was a word in season. Almost 
any amount of technical defense can be built up against that 
word, but I hope and pray that the word will produce murz : 
fruik other fruitage. I am with the Board and for the Board and 
only dragged myself with the greatest reluctance into CHSLT KOT 
presence to say what I did. I wanted to say it in person because 
T felt that was the only possibly way I could pay a high enough | 
price for witnessing to mamkxwax a conviction. I spoke in confidence 
and have not discussed the matéer with anyone. EWP 7 


x i Jccer PUK VF Price Me 


¥ 
: In my judgment what we need pipe now in our | 
Church is a Formula of Concord, We have to-day N ew Sehoolism 
and 01d Schoolism, only with slightly different counters. 
Possibly the new generation which is coming on. may be able 
to unite what the older generation has succeeded in dividings ct it 
I am for any hopeful project which will make our beloved — oi foe 
hurch a more potent spiritual witness to the inescapable eT Bea 
verities of Gospel truth. I will apologige to anyone for a 
fault done, and I know, there must be many; I. will work for 
a settlement, I will pray for and with any Man, » and there is 
nothing the matter with me but a conscience which has been 
constantly driving me to things which the 01d Man. within me" 
eries out against every day he is aedyinge 6G AA SCS 
Yours ever sincerely, ° 
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' THE BOARD OF FOREIGN MISSIONS 
OF THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN THE U. S. A. 


CBM:M 156 FIFTH AVENUE 
NEW YORK 


OFFICE OF SECRETARY 


November 27, 1934 


The Rev. Dr. Stewart M. Robinson, 
Second Presbyterian Church, 
Elizabeth, N. J. 


Dear Dr. Robinson: 


I have Dr. Bowman's letter and have read it with great interest. I 
think he lays himself liable to rather severe condemnation under the law of the 
Church for such sweeping statements about his fellow-workers regarding which he 
can say that he knows he cannot prove the things he says and that he will not think 
of giving the names of those whom he condemms to anyone. This leaves himself the 
only assured orthodox person in his owm judgment. There are Unitarians in his 
Mission, but he will not name them, which means that they may be any others except 
himself. Not more than one-third of his fellow-missionaries believe in the Gospel 
but he will not indicate this one-third, which means he is the only one who certain—- 
ly believes in the Gospel. All the others are under suspicion. Of course this 
will not do. The only kindly explanation I can make of it is that Dr., Bowman is 
over-strained and writes with a carelessness which is not at all natural to hin. 
Of course we are taking up the matter with him at once and will have to include our 
memory of his strange attack on Dr. Dodd. I wish there was some way whereby we 
could overtake these vague rumors which keep drifting in from time to time and 
which greatly harm the spirits of many earnest supporters of Christian work. 


Dr. Bowman misunderstands my use of the word "veiled," as I notice you | 
did in your earlier letter. The attack of course is entirely unveiled now, but so 
long as it appeared with no hint as to the meaning or even the country involved 
it seemed to me to be as completely veiled as anything could be. The veil is now 
removed and we know where to deal with the attack. 


Let me repeat my earnest plea that in a similar case you give us some 
chance to be of help before the damage is done. I urge this all the more because 
in this case all the facts we are allowed to have are entirely erroneous. The case 
of the Andersons and the statement about Dr. Dodd are both completely untrue. 

What shall we think, therefore, of the general vague charge about Unitarians and 


disbelief in the Gospel? 
Sin ty S ‘ 


Cleland B. McAfee 


THE THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY 
PRINCETON, NEW JERSEY 


December 7, 1934. 


My dear Dr. Robinson:- 
Very kindly have the enclosed statement given the 


same prominence in your next issue of The Presbyterian as was given 
to the charges of Dr. Rimmer. 


Yours faithfully, 
Voor kir, R, Ctra 


The Rev. Stewart M. Robinson, D.D., 
Elizabeth, New Jersey. 


